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This article describes the dynamics of a charge particle in a electromagnetic field in presence of
a scalar fifth force. Focusing to the fifth force that would be induced by a chameleon field, the
profile of which can be designed properly in the laboratory, it draws its physical effects on the
cyclotron motion of a particle in a static and uniform magnetic field. The fifth force induces a
drift of the trajectory that is estimated analytically and compared to numerical computations for
profiles motivated by the ones of a chameleon field within two nested cylinders. The magnitude
of the effect and the detectability of this drift are discussed to argue that this may offer a new
experimental design to test small fifth force in the laboratory. More important, at the macroscopic
level it induces a current that can in principle also be measured, and would even allow one to access
the transverse profile of the scalar field within the cavity. In both cases, aligning the magnetic field
with the local gravity field suppresses the effects of Newtonian gravity that would be several order
larger than the ones of the fifth force otherwise and the Newtonian gravity of the cavity on the
particle is also argued to be negligible. Given this insight, this experimental set-up, with its two
effects – on a single particle and at the macroscopic level – may require attention to demonstrate
its actual feasability in the laboratory.
I. INTRODUCTION.
The search for a fifth force of nature has a long his-
tory [1–3] related to the developments of the theories of
gravitation beyond Newton and Einstein gravity. The
existence of a scalar interaction [4] has been revived by
the development of theories of gravitation beyond gen-
eral relativity since the existence of any new field may
lead to a new long range force, depending on the nature
of this new degree of freedom.
Within the framework of scalar-tensor theories of grav-
itation [5], the extra scalar degree of freedom, φ, is char-
acterized by its potential V (φ) and its coupling to matter
A(φ), so that the action of the theory, in the Einstein
frame, is
S =
∫
dx4
√−g
[
M2Pl
2
R− 1
2
∂µφ∂µφ− V (φ)
]
−
∫
d4xLm(g˜µν ,matter)
√
−g˜,
(1)
with MPl the reduced Planck mass, R the Ricci scalar,
gµν the Einstein frame metric, g its determinant and
Lm the matter Lagrangian. The field couples non-
minimally to matter through the Jordan frame metric
g˜µν = A
2(φ)gµν , where A(φ) is a universal coupling func-
tion.
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If this field is massless, or its Compton wavelength is
larger than the size of the Solar system, one can constrain
its effects thanks to the parameterized post-Newtonian
formalism [6, 7]. If the field is heavier, its action can
be well-described by a Yukawa deviation from Newto-
nian gravity. Such Yukawa deviations, composition in-
dependent or dependent, have been tested from the sub-
millimeter scales to the Solar system scales and cosmol-
ogy [8–12], with recent stringent constraints obtained
from the MICROSCOPE experiment [13, 14].
If the coupling is universal then the scalar-tensor the-
ory satisfies the weak equivalence principle. Besides,
among those theories of gravity, General Relativity and
Nordstro¨m theory which describes it by a scalar field in
flat spacetime, share the unique property to embody the
strong equivalence principle; see e.g. Ref. [15]. If the cou-
pling is not universal, then the weak equivalence principle
is violated and one expects a space-time variation of the
fundamental constants, that can be tested in their own
way [16–18]. Light scalar models can survive only if their
coupling is extremely weak today, which can be ensured
in a large class of models by an attraction mechanism to-
ward general relativity during the cosmic history [19, 20].
Another class of models, including the symmetron [21]
and the chameleon [22, 23] mechanisms, enjoy a screen-
ing mechanism in which the coupling or the mass of the
field depends of the local matter density of matter. It fol-
lows that the environment can suppress the scalar force.
Many experimental set-ups have been proposed to
test the chameleon mechanism in the laboratory, see
Ref. [13, 24–27] for reviews. This includes atomic spec-
troscopy [28]; atom interferometry [29–34], Casimir force
measurement between plates [35, 36], that have exten-
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2sively been used to test the inverse square law on sub-
millimeter scales [37, 38]; the spectrum of ultra-cold neu-
trons in the Earth gravitational field [39, 40]; torsion bal-
ance experiments [41–43]; neutron interferometry [44].
Goal. The driving idea we want to investigate in this
article, is to use the environmental set-up to design the
profile of the scalar field inside the experiment, and hence
the one of the fifth force. To that end, we rely on the re-
sults we obtained recently [45, 46] to determine the prop-
agation of the chameleon field inside the MICROSCOPE
satellite experiment. Hence, we have been able to com-
pute the chameleon profiles (1) for one-dimensional sys-
tems made of parallel plates and (2) two-dimensional sys-
tems as inside a set of nested cylinders. Indeed when the
axes of the cylinders are parallel but not coincident, hence
shifted by δ, the field distribution is no more cylindrically
symmetric. It follows that the fifth force will modify the
trajectory of any particle trapped between the cylinders.
It is important to stress that in the chameleon situation,
we can screen the experiment from the outside and de-
sign the profile of the fifth force inside the cavity. It will
depend on the geometry of the cavity, the density inside
the cavity and the parameters of the theory. This is a
major difference with a light dilaton. The idea is thus
to consider a charged particle in an electromagnetic field
and determine the effect of the fifth force. Then, the
system we shall consider is the trajectory of a particle
orbiting inside two cylinders, or two parallel walls. This
can be easily achieved thanks to a magnetic field. This
latter case may offer an interesting set-up to design an
experiment. The appendix give equations for the acceler-
ation of a particle by an electric field in a capacitor with
parallel walls, and adding a magnetic field, in order to
determine if the fifth force affect the Hall tension. As we
shall see, this does not offer an interesting method.
To that goal, we first derive in Section II the general
expression of the fifth force acting on a relativistic par-
ticle and its equation of motion in presence of an elec-
tromagnetic field; note that some subtleties concerning
the fifth force have to be considered. We shall then focus
in Section III on the case of a static and uniform mag-
netic field and study the effect of the fifth force on the
trajectory of the particle. As we shall explain, the fifth
force induces a drift of the cyclotron motion with an am-
plitude and direction that depends on the characteristics
of the fifth force. In Section IV we describe the macro-
scopic consequences of this drift. We will give estimates
in order to discuss whether this can be measured and we
will also compare it, in Section V, to the reaction force
arising from the radiation emitted by any charge parti-
cle. This will provide all the elements for discussion on
the possibility to use such a set-up as a new experiment
to constrain the existence of a fifth force. This analysis
provides the first elements to discuss this possibility but
also to estimate the possible effects of this scalar field on
the propagation of high energy charged particle in the
universe.
Set-up. While most of our results will not depend on
the specific choice of the coupling and the potential, let
us be more specific on the choices that will be used for
our numerics. We consider that the coupling function
and potential are of the form
A = eβφ/MPl , V = Λ4
(
1 +
Λn
φn
)
(2)
where Λ is a mass scale, n a natural number and β a pos-
itive constant. It follows that the Klein-Gordon equation
involves an effective potential that depends on the local
the mass density ρ,
2φ =
dVeff
dφ
, Veff = V (φ) +
β
MPl
ρ φ. (3)
In our previous works, we have determined the profile of
the scalar field for two parallel walls and two nested coax-
ial cylinders [45, 46] and when their axes is shifted [46].
In the latter case, the profile is no more cylindrically sym-
metric so that a force appears between the two cylinders.
In this work, we consider the trajectory of a particle of
charge q and mass m.
Let us emphasize that the electromagnetic field does
not modify the scalar field profile since external matter
enters the Klein-Gordon equation only by a coupling to
the trace of the stress-energy tensor through T lnA(φ)
in the effective potential (3). We consider the Cartesian
basis (ex, ey, ez) and cylindrical basis (er, eθ, ez) aligned
with the magnetic field.
II. DYNAMICS OF A CHARGED PARTICLE
A. Fifth force.
Since the matter fields couple to the metric A2(φ)gµν
the equation of a point particle of mass m and charge q
derives from the action
Spp = −c2
∫
m(φ)
√−gµνuµuνdτ + q ∫ Aµuµdτ (4)
where τ is the proper time and uµ the tangent vec-
tor to the worldline, i.e. uµ = dXµ/dτ and satisfies
uµu
µ = −c2 and Aµ the potential vector. Since we are
considering particle, i.e. weakly self-gravitating bodies,
the mass functions m(φ) reduces to mA(φ) with m con-
stant, the Jordan mass, such that particles with q = 0
follow geodesic of the metric g˜µν . The equation of motion
is
mc2γµ =
q
A(φ)
Fµνu
ν −mc2 ∂ lnA
∂φ
⊥µν ∇νφ (5)
with γµ ≡ uν∇νuµ = duµ/dτ is the 4-acceleration and
satisfies γµuµ = 0, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ the Faraday
tensor, ⊥µν≡ gµν +uµuν/c2 the projector on the 3-space
3normal to uµ, which indeed ensures that uµuµ = −c2;
see e.g. Ref. [17]. It follows that the fifth force,
Fµ = −mc2 β(φ)
MP
⊥µν ∇νφ, (6)
remains perpendicular to the 4-velocity, uµF
µ = 0. In-
deed, this equation is 4-dimensional and we shall see be-
low that in the 3-dimensional langage, it is associated to
a non-vanishing work. β, defined by
β(φ) = MP
d lnA
dφ
, (7)
characterizes the sensitivity of the mass to a variation
of the scalar field; it is dimensionless. Clearly, in the
Galilean limit the projector plays no role. Note also that
the Lorentz force is proportional to q/A(φ), the factor A
arising from the fact that the Einstein mass is mA(φ).
From now on, we work in units in which c = 1.
B. Equations of motion.
In the Newtonian limit gµν reduces to the Minkowski
metric ηµν and the geodesic is given in 3-dimensional
notations Xµ = (T,X). We define the 3-velocity and
3-acceleration as
V =
dX
dT
, a =
dV
dT
, (8)
where we use the convention that V have coordinates V i
with i = 1 . . . 3. With these notations (see Ref. [47] for
details), the scalar product is indeed a.V = δija
iV j and
we have
u0 =
dX0
dτ
=
1√
1− V 2 , u
i =
dXi
dτ
=
V i√
1− V 2
with V 2 = δijV
iV j and
γ0 =
a.V
(1− V 2)2 , γ
i =
1
1− V 2
(
ai +
a.V
1− V 2V
i
)
.
The scalar force reduces to the Nordstro¨m force [4] (see
also § 10.3 of Ref. [47]) and, once the Faraday tensor is
decomposed as F0i = −Ei, Fjk = eijkBi with eijk the
Levi-Civita symbol, the Lorentz force has components
F 0L =
q/A(φ)√
1− V 2E.V , FL =
q/A(φ)√
1− V 2 (E + V ∧B)
(9)
and the equation of motion (5) splits as
ma.V
(1− V 2)2 =
q/A(φ)√
1− V 2E.V −
m
MP
β
V .∇φ
1− V 2 , (10)
m
1− V 2
(
a+
a.V
1− V 2V
)
=
q/A(φ)√
1− V 2 [E + V ∧B]−
m
MP
β
(
∇φ+ (V .∇φ)
1− V 2 V
)
, (11)
respectively for the time and space components. Eq. (11) can be rewritten in a more compact form as
d
dT
(
mV√
1− V 2
)
=
q
A(φ)
[E + V ∧B]− m
MP
β
√
1− V 2
(
∇φ+ (V .∇φ)
1− V 2 V
)
. (12)
This form makes explicit the 3-momentum P ≡ mV /√1− V 2 so that the r.h.s. is just the sum of the 3-dimensional
form of the 2 forces, fem + f5. Note also that once multiplied by V and using Eq. (10), it takes a form closer to the
standard Newton third law,
ma
1− V 2 =
q/A(φ)√
1− V 2 [E + V ∧B − (E.V )V ]−
m
MP
β∇φ. (13)
This provides the general relativistic equations of prop-
agation of a charged particle in an electromagnetic field
in presence of a fifth force.
C. Conservation of energy
For a static field with Aµ = (ΦE ,A), it is easily
checked that Eq. (10), with use of the definition (7), im-
plies that
d
dT
[
mA(φ)√
1− V 2 + qΦE
]
= 0 (14)
for any static configuration of the fields, hence the con-
servation of the energy of the particle
E ≡ mA(φ)√
1− V 2 + qΦE . (15)
The point particle action is easily rewritten as
∫ LdT
4defining the Lagrangian
L = −mA(φ)
√
1− V 2 + qA.V − qΦE (16)
from which we deduce the conjugate momenta
pi =
mA(φ)√
1− V 2V + qA. (17)
Indeed, the Hamiltonian H = pi.V − L reduces to the
expression (29) of the energy or equivalently to
H =
√
m2A2(φ) + (pi − qA)2 + qΦE . (18)
As we shall see, the Lagrange equations
dpi
dT
=∇L
will provide additional conserved quantities once the
symmetries of the problem are specified.
III. PARTICLE IN A MAGNETIC FIELD
We now assume that the particle is subject to a static
and uniform magnetic field, parallel to the axis of the
cylinders, B = Bez. It follows that
A(r) =
1
2
B ∧ r = 1
2
Breθ (19)
and the cyclotron pulsation
ω0 =
qB
m
, (20)
is of the order of
ω0 = 9.5× 107 Z
(
B
1 T
)(
m
mp
)−1
s−1, (21)
mp being the proton mass and Z the charge number.
A. Cyclotron motion
When the fifth force vanishes, the equations of motion
are easily integrated to give
du0,3
dτ
= 0,
du1
dτ
= w0u
2,
du2
dτ
= −w0u1, (22)
the solution of which is
X = R0 sinω0τ, Y = R0 cosω0τ,
Z = UZτ, T − T0 = ω0
Ω
τ. (23)
with UZ , T0 and R0 constants of integration and
Ω =
ω0√
1 +R20ω
2
0 + U
2
Z
. (24)
The charge travels on an helix of radius R0 and pitch
2piUZ/ω0 about B with an angular velocity ω0 (the cy-
clotron frequency) when measured with its proper time
and Ω (the synchrotron frequency) when measured with
the coordinate time T of the inertial frame. Note that
since V 2 = (R20ω
2
0 + U
2
Z)/(1 + R
2
0ω
2
0 + U
2
Z) we have
Ω = ω0
√
1− V 2. We deduce that the Larmor radius
is given by
R0 =
V
ω0
√
1− V 2 sinψ, UZ =
V√
1− V 2 cosψ, (25)
ψ being the pitch angle.
B. Conserved quantities
In the configuration considered here, the electric field
vanishes and the magnetic field has been chosen as B =
Bez and the field configuration as φ(x, y). It follows from
Eq. (13) that
a.ez = 0 (26)
so that Vz remains constant. In the following we shall
assume Vz = 0 so that the motion is reduced to a plane
perpendicular to z.
Then, Eq. (17) implies that the motion satisfies the
constraint
dpiθ
dT
= −mA(φ)
√
1− V 2∂θ lnA (27)
so that piθ, given by
piθ = mr
2
(
A(φ)θ˙√
1− V 2 +
1
2
ω0
)
, (28)
can be identified with the angular momentum and con-
served if φ has an axial symmetry, i.e. if the fifth force is
radial. We also recall that the energy
E = mA(φ)√
1− V 2 (29)
will be conserved.
C. Non-relativistic cyclotron motion.
1. Non-relativist equations
In the non-relativistic regime the equation of mo-
tion (13) reduces to
a =
ω0
A(φ)
v ∧ ez − β∇ϕ,
with ϕ = φ/MP. Even if the gradient of φ can be im-
portant, A remains close to unity because ϕ  1 (see
5Fig. 8 below for a concrete numerical example). So we
shall approximate the dynamics by
a = ω0v ∧ ez − β∇ϕ, with ω0 = qB
m
, (30)
i.e. A ∼ A0 = 1. We assume that the two cylinders
have axis parallel to ez so that the scalar field profile is
independent of z, i.e. φ(x, y) or φ(r, θ) in either Cartesian
coordinates or cylindrical coordinates. Hence, we got the
system {
x¨ = ω0y˙ − βc2∂xϕ
y¨ = −ω0x˙− βc2∂yϕ . (31)
It can trivially be checked that the conserved quantities
reduce to
E = 1
2
(x˙2 + y˙2) + βc2ϕ =
1
2
(r˙2 + r2θ˙2) + βc2ϕ (32)
for the massic energy (29), that is indeed conserved and
the massic angular momentum (28)
`z = r
2
(
θ˙ +
1
2
ω0
)
(33)
is conserved only for cylindrically symmetric field config-
uration since
˙`
z = βc
2∂θϕ. (34)
2. Orders of magnitude.
To put some numbers, the pulsation is given by
Eq. (21) so that the radius of the trajectory in absence
of a fifth force is
R0 = 1.4× 10−4
(
E0
1 eV
)1/2(
m
mp
)1/2
Z−1
(
B
1 T
)−1
m.
(35)
3. Dynamics with no fifth force
We have already discussed the free motion in full gen-
erality. We just need to add the connection to the initial
conditions and consider a new description of the motion.
Assume that at t = 0 the trajectory starts at (x0, y0)
with velocity (V0 cosα, V0 sinα), its equation is then{
x = xc +R0 sin (ω0t− α)
y = yc +R0 cos (ω0t− α) (36)
with
R0 = V0/ω0,
{
xc = x0 +R0 sinα
yc = y0 −R0 cosα . (37)
R0 can be negative with our convention. This is indeed
trivial but it emphasizes that the center of the motion
is not the center of the coordinates system because the
magnetic force is not a central force. It is easily checked
that
`z =
1
2
(
r2c −R20
)
ω0, E = 1
2
R20ω
2
0
so that E = V 20 /2 gives the relation between the radius
of the orbit and the pulsation.
Since {
dθ
dt =
`z
r2 − 12ω0(
dr
dt
)2
= 2E − r2 ( `zr2 − 12ω0)2 , (38)
the minimum and maximum radius of the trajectory are
given by
r± =
√
2
ω0
√
2E + `zω0 ± 2
√
E(E + `zω0)
that satisfy r+ − r− = 2R0 as expected. Now, obviously
θ is not constant so that the period of the motion cannot
be extracted directly, however, since dt = dr/r˙, we have
from Eq. (38) that
t =
∫
dr√
2E − r2 ( `zr2 − 12ω0)2 ,
so that the period of the motion is
T
2
=
∫ r+
r−
2rdr/ω0√
(r2− − r2)(r2 − r2+)
=
pi
ω0
. (39)
Note also that Eq. (38) shows that the dynamics is the
one of a point particle with a potentiel (ω20r
2/4−`zω0)/2,
that is nothing but the centrifugal potential. This may
sound as a complicated way of describing a simple re-
sult but this can be easily generalized to the case of a
perturbing force.
4. Radial force
As can be trivially seen from Fig. 1, the magnetic force
is indeed not radial. It points toward the local center of
curvature. With our definition φ/MP = ϕ(r) the force
per unit mass is F = βc2ϕ′(r)er. Since the field enjoys
a cylindrical symmetry, the angular momentum (33-34)
is conserved. We deduce that{
dθ
dt =
`z
r2 − 12ω0(
dr
dt
)2
= 2E − r2 ( `zr2 − 12ω0)2 − 2βc2ϕ(r) , (40)
which is a simple extension of Eq. (38). This shows that
the dynamics is similar to the one of a point particle of
unit mass in the effective potential
Ueff = βϕ(r) +
r2
2
(
`z
r2
− 1
2
ω0
)2
.
6M
O
C
VF

m
F
r+
r-
FIG. 1. The geometry of the problem. The magnetic force
Fm is perpendicular to the motion and thus points locally to-
ward the center of curvature C of the trajectory. The dashed
circle represents the pure magnetic trajectory. The pertur-
bative force F , even is central is not parallel to Fm unless
C = O. We call “radial” a force for which there exists a coor-
dinates system such that φ(r), i.e. such that the force points
toward O. the magnetic force points toward the local curva-
ture center and is thus not radial but simply perpendicular to
the trajectory.
The integration of Eq. (40) by quadrature gives
t =
∫
dr√
2(E − βc2ϕ(r))− r2 ( `zr2 − 12ω0)2 , (41)
θ =
∫
(`z/r
2 − ω0/2)dr√
2(E − βc2ϕ(r))− r2 ( `zr2 − 12ω0)2 (42)
which gives the equation of the trajectory in the para-
metric form {t(r), θ(r)}. The turning points are solution
of
r˙ = 0. (43)
They delimit the domain of the allowed motion. If this
domain is of the form [r−, r+] then the trajectory is re-
stricted to an annulus and, thanks to Bertrand theorem
(1873), we know that the trajectory will be periodic only
of ϕ ∝ r2 or 1/r.
Numerically, once we set the initial conditions (x0, y0)
and V0(cosα, sinα) it is obvious that r0 =
√
x20 + y
2
0 ,
θ0 = arctan(y0/x0), θ˙0 = (V0/r0) sin(α − θ0) so that the
energy and angular momentum are E = V 20 /2 +βc2ϕ(r0)
and `z = r
2
0(θ˙0 + ω0/2), which determines the annulus
of allowed trajectories. As an example, we consider the
potential ϕ = a/r, with a a constant with units of length.
When a→ 0 we recover the free trajectory which is then
drifting along the center defined by the central force, as
shown on Fig. 2 (the value of the parameters are not
meant to be realistic but chosen to illustrate the proper-
ties of the trajectory). Note also that by tuning the initial
conditions, we can either get a small trajectory drifting
in between the cylinders or a large trajectory precessing
around the inner cylinder.
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FIG. 2. Example of a central force ϕ = a/r. The solid
red circle corresponds to the free motion (a = 0) while the
dashed red circles define the annulus of allowed trajectory
when there is no fifth force. We have represented the initial
conditions (initial point and initial velocity) as well as the
center of the magnetic trajectory (black dot). When a 6= 0
the two black circles represent the turning radii defining the
annulus of allowed trajectories. When βac2 is small (top:
βac2 = 0.1 m3/s2) the free trajectory precesses slowly inside
this annulus. When a is larger (middle, βac2 = 1 m3/s2),
the trajectory can explore regions forbidden in absence of
the fifth force. The last example considers the case in which
the center of the free magnetic motion is O so that it will
the static circular trajectory is deformed in a precessing el-
lipse (βac2 = −0.3 m3/s2). All plots assume ω0 = 0.5 s−1,
V0 = 0.7 m/s and x0 = 1 m.
Since the fifth force is small compared to the magnetic
force, we can estimate the period of the drift from the
fact that in the guiding center approximation [48], the
drift velocity is
vdrift =
F ∧B
qB2
, (44)
which holds as long as the force can be consider con-
7stant on the scale of the gyroradius, a condition that is
satisfied for our models. For a radial force −mβc2ϕ′er
and a magnetic field along ez this leads to an orthoradial
velocity,
vdrift =
βc2ϕ′
ω0
eθ (45)
that is to the pulsation of the drift of the trajectory of C
around O as
ωdrift =
βc2ϕ′
rω0
∣∣∣∣
r=rc
. (46)
This is indeed an approximation which works well when
the force is small and when the gradient of the fifth force
is small on the scale of the gyroradius. Fig. 3 shows that
it gives an excellent estimation of the drift pulsation.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the variation of θ(t) with the drift
ωdriftt [left] and of the residue θ − ωdriftt to the θ(t) for the
free motion with an arbitrary offset to compare the curves
[right]. Parameters: ω0 = 2, a = 0.1, V0 = 0.7, x0 = 1 m.
5. Radial chameleon
The previous analysis shows that a tiny central force
will modify the cyclotron motion in two ways: (1) by
extending the zone of allowed trajectories and (2) by
making the trajectory drift. For a fifth force of small
amplitude we are mostly interested by the latter effect.
The advantage of the chameleon field is that we can
“engineer” the profile of the field inside the cavity. If
the two cylinders have the same axis, then the exper-
iment enjoys a cylindrical symmetry and ϕ(r) so that
the fifth force is radial. The simulations we are us-
ing [45, 46] assume that Rin = 0.2 m, Rout = 0.6 m,
ρmat = 8.125 g.cm
−3 (typical of invar) for the cylinders
and ρin = 10
−3ρ for the inter-cylinder region. The theory
assumes Λ = 1 eV, n = 2, β = 1.
The free parameters at hand are ω0 (fixed by the choice
of the particle and the magnetic field) and V0 (fixed by
the initial kinetic energy. This defines the radius of the
free trajectory. If we start from (x0, y0) = (0.2, 0) [in me-
ter] with α = pi/2 we need R0 = 0.2 m for the trajectory
to remain inside the two cylinders. Assume that
ϕ = (a/r) (47)
so that F = −βac2/r2 that we normalize to have an
amplitude of F0 = βac
2/r2c ∼ 10−7 N/kg on rc = 0.4 m
so that F = −F0(rc/r)2. It follows that we get
ωdrift =
F0
rω0
.
This shows that the time for the orbit to drift from a
distance R is τ = R/rcω0. We have the constraints that
V0 < c while we want to optimize the drift. To get some
insight let us consider the time for the orbit to drift from
a length R and ask whether this could be smaller to a
time scale of some hours. This sets the constraints
R0ω0(B,m,Z) < c, τ(R,B,m,Z) =
Rω0
F0
< Texp,
(48)
Texp being the duration of the experiment. The second
relation implies that if R ∼ R0, i.e. a drift compara-
ble to the gyroradius, then R0ω0 < 3.6 × 10−4 m/s for
F0 ∼ 10−7 N/kg so that the first constraint will always
be satisfied. Using Eq. (21), this implies(
B
1T
)(
m
mp
)−1
< 3.8× 10−9 (Texp/1 h)
Z
×
(
F0
10−7N/kg
)(
R
10−3 m
)−1
(49)
which gives the constraint on (B,m) that would allow
one to observe a drift of R on a time scale of Texp. As
can be read from Fig. 4, a typical drift of 1 µm on a
timescale smaller than 1 hr could be observed for a mag-
netic field of 1 mT and a particle of 100 mp. These orders
of magnitude can be recovered from the distance drifted
in a time τ as
Rdrift
1 cm
= 3.8× 10−3
(
B
10−3T
)−1(
m
100mp
)
Z−1
( τ
1 hr
)
.
(50)
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FIG. 4. Constraints on the free experimental parameters
(B,m) for a particle of charge Z = 1 and a force of typi-
cal magnitude F0 ∼ 10−7 N/kg for a drift of 10−6 m (left)
or 10−3 m (right) over a time scale smaller than 1 hr (white
region) or 10 hr (blue region) along the circle of radius rc.
The dashed lines indicate the values of V0/c, showing that a
non-relativistic description is sufficient.
86. Generic chameleon
In Ref. [46], we have shown that we can generate a
field profile that depends on θ by shifting the axis of the
inner cylinder by δ. The amplitude of the monopoles
were shown to be proportional to δ/Rin and to decrease
with the multipole.
The main effect of an angular dependence is that the
angular momentum will not be conserved since
E˙ = 0, ˙`z = βc2∂θϕ. (51)
Since the angular momentum will vary along the trajec-
tory, it implies that the inner and outer radius of the
annulus of allowed trajectories will change over time. In-
deed, it is still given as the root of Eq. (43) with r˙ given
by Eq. (40) but `z is no more constant.
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FIG. 5. Drift patterns for the 4 first multipoles (n = 0 . . . 4)
assuming the form (52) for the field configuration with Φn =
a/r for all n. All plots assume ω0 = 1 s
−1, V0 = 0.7 m/s, and
βc2a = 0.01 m3/s2 tangent to the circle with r = 1 m initially
with initial angle θ0 = 0 (black), pi/4 (blue), pi/2 (light blue),
5pi/6 (gray), 5pi/3 (light gray) so that the colors represent
trajectories with same initial conditions.
Then, the drift of the trajectory will not be orthoradial
anymore as in Eq. (45). Assume for the sake of the argu-
ment that the field configuration is the sum of multipoles
of the form
ϕn(r) = Φn(r) cosnθ, (52)
to which one shall add multipoles in sinnθ, that we omit
since it does not modify our general argument. Then the
fifth force will be the sum of the multipoles
Fn = −β
[
Φ′n(r) cosnθer − n
Φn(r)
r
sinnθeθ
]
(53)
so that the drift velocity is
v
(n)
drift =
β
ω0
[
n
Φn(r)
r
sinnθer + Φ
′
n(r) cosnθeθ
]
. (54)
If Φn = an/r as assumed in our previous example, then
the fifth force induced drift will make an angle αn =
arctan[n tannθ] with respect to the radial direction so
that the radial drift is boosted by a factor n compare to
the orthoradial drift. This is illustrated on Fig. 5. This
opens new ways of testing the fifth force since instead
of monitoring the drift, one can monitor the charge of
the inner or outer cylinder that will change due to the
inward or outward drifts of the particle that otherwise
would have remained inside the two cylinders.
To finish, let us also illustrate the effect of the fifth
force on trajectories that would be circles of center O in
absence of a fifth force. In that case, the guiding center
approximation will not hold and the effect of the fifth
force can only be investigated numerically. Fig 6 gives
some examples of trajectories for a monopole, compar-
ing an attractive and repulsive force. Indeed it assumes
a fifth force with an unreallistically large magnitude for
the sake of the illustration. The effect of larger multi-
poles enlarge the landscape of possible trajectories. The
question of the best experimental strategy and the design
of the field distribution remain to be discussed.
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FIG. 6. Trajectories tuned such that the gyrocenter coincides
with the center of symmetry O initially. In absence of fifth
force the trajectory shall be a circle of center O. With a fifth
force, the trajectory will deviate from this “free” trajectory in
a couple of gyro-periods. All plots assume ω0 = 2 s
−1, V0 =
0.7 m/s, and βc2a = 0.1 m3/s2 [left] and βc2a = −0.1 m3/s2
[right] tangent to the circle with r = 1 m, 0.8 m, 0.6 m and
0.4 m initially with initial angle θ0 = pi/4.
IV. MACROSCOPIC CONSEQUENCES
So far we have described the microscopic effects of the
fifth force on the dynamics of charged particles. Let us
now show that it has a macroscopic side related to the
drift current associated with the fifth force.
9A. One-dimensional current
Let us consider two parallel plates as depicted on Fig. 7
of size ` × L along the xz-direction and separated by a
distance 2D along the y-axis and assume we impose a
magnetic field Bez. By symmetry the scalar field will
have a profile ϕ(y) so that it generates a fifth force F =
−mβc2∂yϕey.
x
y
Bez
vdrift
 D
D
F
L
`
z
q > 0'0 > 0
F
vdrift
I
 
⌦
Ir'
r'
Bez
CURRENT	   CURRENT	  
FIG. 7. Experimental design to generate macroscopic current
from a fifth force. All quantities are defined in the text and
are plotted assuming ϕ0 > 0 and q > 0. Top pictures show
that particles of opposite charges drift in opposite directions
but generate a current in the same direction.
It follows from Eq. (44) that the particles enjoy a cy-
clotron motion of pulsation ω0 drifting along the x axis
at the velocity
vdrift = −βc
2
ω0
ex. (55)
Now, if the density of charge is ηq, this generates a cur-
rent density
j = ηqqvdrift(y) (56)
flowing in opposite directions in the upper (y > 0) and
lower (y < 0) parts, because ∂yφ > 0 for y < 0 and
∂φ < 0 for y > 0. It follows that it will generate a total
current
I = `
∫ D
−D
j(y).exdy. (57)
In order to put numbers, let us assume that the profile
of ϕ is given by
ϕ = ϕ0
(
1− y
2
D2
)
(58)
so that the force is
F = 2m
βc2ϕ0
D
y
D
ey
and we set F0 = 2βc
2ϕ0/D ∼ 10−7 N/kg. Hence, the
current density is
j(y) = −2qηq βc
2ϕ0
ω0D
y
D
ex (59)
so that the current profile is
dI
dy
= `j(y) (60)
and the total current
I = ∓qηq`Dβc
2ϕ0
ω0D
ex
in the upper/outer region respectively (if q > 0 and ϕ0 >
0).
In order to estimate its amplitude, we need assume a typical value of the density. Assume we have a gas in standard
conditions, its density is 1 mol/20 l, i.e.
ηq = η0 ∼ 3× 1025 m−3,
then
I
1nA
= 5
(
ηq
η0
)(
B
1T
)−1(
m
mp
)(
S⊥
1m2
)(
F0
10−7m/s2
)
(61)
with S⊥ = `D. First we note that the current is independent of the charge of the particle, simplify because qvdrift is,
and proportional to the mass. The current reaches 0.5 µA for m = mp and B = 0.01 T.
B. Effect on the field profile
Still, we need to be careful. In the microscopic analysis
performed in § III, we studied the effect of the fifth force
on a test particle and the density inside the cavity was
fixed externally. Now, we need to have a large number
of particles, with a number density η0 so that the mass
density inside the cavity ρ ∼ 5 × 10−2(m/mp) kg.m−3.
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As a consequence this will affect the profile inside the
cavity since the Klein-Gordon equation is
∂yφ(y) = nΛ
n+4
[
φ
−(n+1)
∗ − φ−(n+1)
]
(62)
in one-dimension, with
φn+1∗ =
MPΛ
n+4n
βρ
.
The field tends toward φ∗(ρmat) in the wall on a length
scale of the order of the Compton length
λ =
√
φn+2∗
n(n+ 1)Λn+4
of the order of λwall = 2 cm. This shows that one will
need to properly design the parameters of the experiment
since one would want to increase m and ηq to get a higher
current, but that would increase the density ρin so that
φ∗ ∝ 1/ρn+1 will decrease as well as λ ∝ 1/ρ1+n/2 so
that the force will scale as
F ∝ ∂yφ ∝ φ∗
λ
∝ ρ−
n+2
2(n+1)
in .
Hence one can either adopt a model-independent ap-
proach and constrain F0 for a chosen set (B,m, ηq) or
one can try to constrain a given model, in which case the
scaling above and the dependence of the force on the den-
sity of matter inside could be used to optimize the choice
of (ηq,m) since it sets the amplitudes of the current but
also affects F0 through the mass density.
As an example, we provide the profile of the scalar field from which one can deduce the profile of the force and of
the current density. These are depicted on Fig. 8.
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FIG. 8. Profile of the scalar field ϕ(y) for a chameleon model with n = 2, Λ = 1 eV and β = 1 assuming that D = 1, 0.5, 0.1 m
(Black, Blue, Red) and that the density inside the cavity is ρ0 = η0mp = 0.05 kg/m
3 (top); the changes in the profile for 10ρ0
and 10−3ρmat are not visible by eye. For the same models, we obtain the profile of the current density j(y) (solid lines) and
the total intensity per unit surface (dashed lines), both in nA/m2.
11
C. Annular current inside the cylinders
Coming back to the case of the nested cylinders we studied earlier, the same reasoning shows that there shall exist
an annular current along eθ given by
j(r) = ηqq
βc2
ω0
ϕ′(r)eθ, (63)
corresponding to a total current
I = ηqqL
βc2
ω0
∫ Rext
Rin
ϕ′(r)dreθ. (64)
if L is the length of the cylinders. And, as expected from
the Lenz law, it generates a magnetic field along the z-
axis, with typical magnitude on the axis
Bdrift = µ0ηqq
βc2
ω0
∫ Rext
Rin
ϕ′(r)dr. (65)
With the ansatz (47) we get the typical magnitudes
I = −ηqq
ω0
F0(Rext −Rin)Leθ (66)
Bdrift = µ0I/L (67)
with the permeability of vacuum µ0 = 4pi× 10−7 T.m/A
and, again F0 = βac
2/RextRin. The typical order of
magnitude is identical to the one of Eq. (61) with S⊥ =
2L(Rext − Rin). It can then be checked that Bdrift ∼
10−18 T so that it can be completely neglected compared
to the experimental magnetic field.
D. Discussion
This shows that the effect of the fifth force on the dy-
namics of a charged particle at the microscopic level has
several macroscopic consequences: (1) in 1 dimension, it
generates a drift current between the parallel walls, (2) in
2 dimensions with cylindrical symmetry, it generates an
annular current and (3) in 2 dimensions with no cylindri-
cal symmetry, the particles drift inward and/or outward
and may charge the walls of the cylinders, leading to the
growth of a radial electric field.
Our numerical estimations (61) favor high mass par-
ticles, with no dependencies on its charge, while at the
microscopic level, the drift effect favors large mass, low
charge particles. A key issue is the density that can be
reached in laboratory experiments. Plasma densities typ-
ically ranges from 103 to 1033 m−3 in nature. Pushing
to 1020 m−3 will allow one to get a current larger than
1 nA. Note also that in the one-dimensional set-up, one
can in principle access I(y). Such a measurement would
be extremely valuable since it will enable to get some
information on the profile ϕ(y), i.e. it potentially gives
access to a way to constrain the parameters of the model
– see Eq. (60).
Note also that the temperature of the plasma is not a
key issue since the drift is insensitive to the velocity of
the particle. Nevertheless, we need it to be cold enough
so that the gyroradius is much smaller than the typi-
cal size of the experiment, i.e. we shall demand that√
2kBT/m/ω
2
0  1 m, i.e. that T < 1011 K, which is
achieved easily for protons.
To finish let us remind that there is a force much larger
than the fifth force that causes the particle to drift: the
standard gravitation since its magnitude is of order g =
10 m/s2 and thus would cause a drift typically 9 orders
of magnitude larger, at least, than the one induced by
the fifth force. Luckily we can suppress this effect: since
the drift (44) behaves as F ∧ B, aligning the magnetic
field with the local gravitational field will ensure that it
will not act on the particle. This can be done in a table-
top experiment for a chameleon field since its profile is
dictated by the geometry of the experiment and screened
from the local environment. Actually, it offers a nice
way to calibrate the experiment. Since g  F0 one can
first set the walls vertical so that the magnetic field is
horizontal and measure the current Imax and then rotate
the whole experiment until the magnetic field is vertical.
Hence the current shall change as
I = Imax
[
sin θ +
F0
g
]
.
The measurement of Imax and of the local gravity field
allows one to evade the individual measurement of ηq
and B. Then, any upper limit on I(0) provides a con-
straint on F0/g. Concerning the Newton force induced
by the walls of the cavity, first let us remind that it will
strictly vanish if the walls are infinite. Then, for large
parallel walls, the residual gravity field has a component
parallel to the magnetic field; it induces no drift while
only its y-component has an effect that will modify the
total current while the x-component will modify the pro-
file of the current density. The amplitude of gy is smaller
than GρmateD/L ∼ 5×10−8(e/10 cm)(D/L) m/s2 hence
roughly 2 orders of magnitude smaller than the fifth force
we try to measure. Hence to maximise the current, we
need to maximise the surface, i.e. `D, while minimizing
D/L in order to make the gravity of the walls completely
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negligible. As can be shown from Fig. 8 it also gives a
higher mean current density.
Let us also stress that in the discussions of § III we have
not included the effect of the Newtonian gravitational
field induced by the cylinders. First, if the cylinders are
infinite the Newton force in the inter-cylinder space van-
ishes exactly. Then for finite length cylinders, for the
radial set-up, the gravitational force will be aligned with
the axis of the cylinders, and thus with the magnetic field
so that it will induce no drift. When the cylinders are
not coaxial, there will be a small residual Newton force
that will be, similarly to the case discuss in the previous
paragraph, negligible.
To finish, let us mention a possible way to increase the
sensitivity. As seen from Eq. (51) the angular profile of
the force affects the evolution of the angular momentum
which is not conserved anymore when there is no cylin-
drical symmetry. One can think of designing the shape
of the inner and outer “cylinders” so that the profile ex-
hibits sharp changes in ∂θϕ, similar to electric point ef-
fect. That could generate locally large gradients, the de-
sign of which could be controlled and hence distinguished
from other forces. Such ideas need to be investigated
later.
All these arguments convince us that this can provide
a new experimental concept to detect fifth force in the
laboratory. Indeed for now we just established orders of
magnitude for such an experimental set-up, the techno-
logical feasability of which would need to be investigated
in details, a task much beyond the scope of this work.
V. RADIATION DAMPING
Besides the fifth force and the magnetic force, the par-
ticle being accelerated shall undergo a reaction force, the
Abraham-Lorentz-Dirac force, the effect of which needs
to be compared to the fifth force.The equations of motion
have to be extended to
mγµ = q (Fµνext + F
µν
self)uν , (68)
in Gaussian units, where Fµνext is the Faraday tensor of the
electromagnetic field of the moving charge. The compu-
tation of the reaction forces requires to evaluate the self-
retarded potential. This is detailed in chapter II.19 of
Ref. [47]. It requires a regularization and many schemes
are used in electrodynamics, see e.g. Ref. [49]. Using
a regularization by averaging on the direction gives the
radiation reaction force
Fµνselfuν =
2
3
q
(
γ˙µ − γ2uµ) (69)
as proposed by Abraham, Lorentz and Dirac. In the
non-relativistic limit, the radiation reaction force takes
the form
Freac =
2
3
q2
4piε0c3
a˙, (70)
once we put the international units back.
It is easily evaluated on the free trajectory since V =
V0(cosωt− α, sinωt). It is indeed a damping force
Freac = −2
3
q2
4piε0c3
ω20V .
This implies that it does not induce a drift but a shrink-
ing of the trajectory so that it cannot be confused with
the effect of the fifth force. Nevertheless, it needs to be
evaluated since it will limit the duration of the experi-
ment.
VI. CONCLUSION
This article has investigated the effect of a small fifth
force of scalar origin on the dynamics of a charged parti-
cle. It has derived the full relativistic equations of motion
and conserved quantities and gave their non-relativist
limit. Then, it investigated the dynamics of a charge
in a uniform magnetic field to show that the standard
cyclotron motion enjoys a drift, similar to the one that
can be observed if the magnetic field is not uniform.
This drift is fully dictated by the profile of the scalar
field. Focusing on profiles in between two nested cylin-
ders, as studied in our previous works [45, 46], we have
shown that the drift is orthoradial if the configuration is
cylindrically symmetric and has a more involved angular
structure for a general profile.
One can control the cyclotron pulsation ω0 by choosing
the particle and tuning the magnetic field. Controlling
the initial velocity of the particle determines its gyrora-
dius. Then, the typical properties of the drift (timescale
and direction) depend on the fifth force, that is on the
profile of the scalar field within the two cylinders. While
the profile of a light scalar field cannot be tuned for a
light dilaton, this is not the case for a chameleon field.
Thanks to the environmental dependance, the field inside
the cavity is screened from the outside and its profile will
mostly depend on the local density in the cavity, the na-
ture of the walls and the geometry of the cavity. This is
a crucial property of these models, allowing one to engi-
neer these fields (indeed if they exist). In particular, and
as demonstrated in Refs. [45, 46], shifting the axis of the
cylinders allows one to design angular dependencies. The
typical amplitude and profile of the force will depend on
the parameters of the microscopic model (Λ, n, β) and the
design of the experiment (Rin, Rext, δ, ρ) and was shown
to be typically of the order of 10−7 m/s2. We already
mentioned in Ref. [45] that the force affects any experi-
ment based on monitoring the trajectory of atoms inside
a cylindrical cavity of free falling particles in space.
These effects on individual particles would require to
monitor a drift, or relative drift, of single particles on the
order of the gyroradius on a time scale of the hour for a
force of 10−7 m/s2. As explained, there is a macroscopic
side to these effects since the fifth force induces macro-
scopic currents that may be easier to measure. In that
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case we need to have a plasma within the cavity, which
would affect the force and its profile since it modifies the
local mass density inside the cavity. In the particular case
of the one-dimensional experimental set-up proposed in
this work shows that a fifth force of 10−7 m/s2 can in-
duce a drift current drift larger than 5 nA. This would
require to push the density to the density of a gas in
standard conditions while the density of plasma in na-
ture can range from 103 to 1033 m−3. Hence the density
is one of the key parameters. Otherwise one would need
to operate with a magnetic field of 1 µT and heavy parti-
cles. The temperature of the plasma plays no major role
since the drift velocity is independent of the energy of
the particle. Nevertheless we shall require that the gyro-
radius is much smaller than the typical size of the exper-
iment. Setting R0 ∼
√
2kBT/m/ω0  10−3 m implies
that the temperature be smaller than 5×106 K, which is
easily achieved – room temperature would correspond to
R0 ∼ 20 µm. It is also important to remind that the ef-
fect of gravitation, that also induces a drift several orders
of magnitude larger, can be screened by aligning the mag-
netic field with the local gravity field. As a consequence,
it is not necessary to go to space. Then, the gravity of
the walls of the cavity are roughly 2 orders of magnitude
smaller than the nominal fifth force we could measure.
Given these numbers, the feasibility or the existence of
loopholes in our arguments would require to be investi-
gated with care. Note also that the experiment may also
enable to access the transverse profile of the chameleon
field, directly related to the properties of the potential
and coupling function, a possibility which has not been
offered by any other proposed experimental set-up so far.
Indeed, it would be bold to argue that it offers so far a
new experimental design to test fifth force in laboratory.
We have just used toy field profile to illustrate the phys-
ical effects and derive orders of magnitude. One would
need to implement, and most probably optimize, field
profiles, as shown in Ref. [46] and discuss the detectabil-
ity of the drifts and of the current and all sources of
noise that will unavoidably be present. The question of
the alignment of the magnetic field with the local gravity
field is crucial as well as a careful study of the gravity
induced by the surrounding of the experiment. To finish,
we note that we still have the freedom fo let the magnetic
field vary in time.
Nevertheless we believe that it opens a way of reflection
to eventually reach such a new experimental set-up. Let
us also mention, to finish, that the equations of motion
derived here are fully general and can also be applied to
the propagation of cosmic rays.
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Appendix A: Initial conditions
The initial conditions can be fixed by either choosing
(x0, V0, α) or (x0, E , `z). The first are more natural since
one does not know the potential ϕ but the second al-
lows one to compare motion with the same constants of
motions.
One can easily shift from one to the other since
• Starting from (x0, V0, α), we have r0 =
√
x20 + y
2
0 ,
Vx0 = V0 cosα, Vy0 = V0 sinα, E = V 20 /2 + βϕ(r0),
θ0 = arctan(y0/w0) so that θ˙0 = V0 sin(α − θ0)/r0
and then `z = r
2
0(θ˙0 + ω0/2).
• Starting from(x0, E , `z), we have r0 =
√
x20 + y
2
0
15
so that V0 =
√
2(E − βϕ(r0)). Then, θ0 =
arctan(y0/w0) and θ˙0 = (`z/r
2
0 −ω0/2), Vθ0 = r0θ˙0
so that α = θ0 + arcsin(Vθ0/V0) and then Vx0 =
V0 cosα, Vy0 = V0 sinα.
It is also interesting to rewrite the dynamical system
by using the dimensionless time τ = ω0t and rescaling
the lengths in units of the gyroradius R0 as
x′′ = y′ − γ x
r3
,
y′′ = −x′ − γ y
r3
, (A1)
with the dimensionless parameter γ = βc2a/ω20R
3
0 if the
field configuration is given by ϕ = a/r. The initial
conditions are then given by v0 = 1 so that (x
′
0, y
′
0 =
(cosα, sinα) and (x0, y0). Under such a form, the di-
mensional analysis implies that the drift pulsation can
only be a function of (γ, rc).
It is easily check that for γ = 0 we have a circular orbit,
that is drifting when γ  1 and tend to a precessing
ellipse for large γ and a standard static ellipse for γ =
+∞.
Appendix B: Particle in an electric field
For the sake of completeness, let us consider the case
of a one-dimensional electric field between two plates,
E = Eex so that the only non-zero component of the
Faraday tensor is F 0x = E.
1. Standard acceleration
When the fifth force vanishes, it is clear from the equa-
tion of motion (5) that the 4-acceleration has a constant
modulus
γµγ
µ =
(
qE
m
)2
≡ g2. (B1)
This is indeed easy to understand since in the inertial
frame tangent to the charge worldline, the electric field
remains unchanged in a Lorentz transformation. It fol-
lows that dUx/dτ = gU0, i.e. d2X/dτ2 = gdT/dτ with
the constraints UµU
µ = −(dT/dτ)2 + (dX/dτ)2 = −1.
It can be integrated as
gT = sinh gτ, gX = cosh gτ (B2)
giving the trajectory
gX =
√
1 + g2T 2. (B3)
2. Effect of the fifth force
We now consider that two parallel infinite plates so
that the field configuration in between them is given by
φ(x). Indeed since the force is extremely weak, typically
smaller than 10−7N/kg, see e.g. Ref. [45], it will always
be subdominant. Nevertheless, it has been argued that
such a small force may affect any experiment based on
monitoring the trajectory of atoms inside a cavity [50].
Indeed the force has to be compared to gravity and it has
been pointed out in Ref. [45] that in space, it is respon-
sible for a drift of the particle inside a cylindrical cavity
on time scales of the hour.
An idea could be constrain such a tiny force by con-
sidering a particle in an unstable inertial motion. An
easy realization is to consider a charged particle inside a
capacitor with its two parallel walls normal to ey with
positions y = ±D and assume that there is a static elec-
tromagnetic field
E = Eey, B = Bex.
A particle launched with the velocity V0 = Uex will have
a straight trajectory if
U = E/B. (B4)
This is the standard classical Hall effect.
Now, assume there is a fifth force. The profile of the
scalar field will be of the form φ(y) with ∂yφ0 = 0 by
symmetry. Hence, it implies, working with the non-
relativistic equations of motion for the sake of simplicity,
as
X¨ =
qB
mA(φ)
Y˙ , (B5)
Y¨ =
qB
mA(φ)
(
U − X˙
)
− β
MP
∂yφ. (B6)
We rely of the computations of the profile of the scalar
field we presented in Ref. [45]. Since φ  MP A will
almost not vary within the walls so that A = A[(φ(y =
0)] ≡ 1.
Then, consider a set of trajectories {X(t;h), Y (t;h)}
labeled by a parameter h, with initial conditions
(X,Y )0 = (0, h), (X˙, Y˙ )0 = (U, 0).
The trajectory h = 0 will indeed be an inertial motion
along Y = 0 but, contrary to the usual Hall effect, the
trajectories starting from h 6= 0 will deviate from this
standard trajectory.
Let us start by a toy profile mimicking the profile inside
two walls, which has no analytic form,
φ(y) = φwall + φ0
(
1− y
2
D2
)
(B7)
so that the force is
F = 2
φ0βc
2
MPD2
yey ≡ Dω20η
y
D
ey (B8)
with η = 2(φ0/MP)βc
2/Dω20  1 the relative extra-
acceleration induced by the fifth force.
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If the gradient is constant within the plates, which in-
deed not the case but allows to illustrate the phenomena,
the trajectories are simply given by
 X(t;h) =
[
U + η1−ηhω0
]
t− η1−ηh sin
√
1−ηω0t√
1−η
Y (t;h) = h
[
1 + η1−η
(
1− cos√1− ηω0t
)]
(B9)
for η < 1. We have the free parameters U (determined
by E and B), ω0 (determined by B, the charge and mass
of the particle), h = 1 . . . D, D determined by the size of
the experiment so that then η = F0/Dω
2
0 is the quantity
we want to constraint. Since we expect F0 < 10
−7, η is
expected to be small compared to unity.
The main problem is that one would need extremely
long capacitor which makes such an experiment com-
pletely unrealistic. One solution may be to consider pe-
riodic orbits and then turn to 2-dimensional configura-
tions.
